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REMARKS 

Claims 1-25 currently appear in this application. 
The Office Action of September 30, 2004 has been carefully 
studied. These claims define novel and unobvious subject 
matter under Sections 102 and 103 of 35 U.S.C., and therefore 
should be allowed. Applicants respectfully request favorable 
reconsideration, entry of the present amendment, and formal 
allowance of the claims. 

Objections 

The specification is objected to as failing to 
provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject matter 
because the recitation that the contaminant is a gas (claim 
11) is said not to appear to be described in the 
specification . 

Claim 11 was part of the specification as originally 
filed. Accordingly, the specification has been amended to 
provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject 
matter . 

Claims 6-10 are objected to because of the term "eh" 
in claim 6. 

Accordingly, the self-evident typographical errors 
have been corrected by amendment . 
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Obviousness -type Double Patenting 

Claims 1-10, 12, 13 and 19 are rejected under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-19 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,663,781. 

This rejection is respectfully traversed. Submitted 
herewith is a terminal disclaimer signed by the undersigned. 

Art Rejections 

Claims 1-10, 14-21, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by W099/58239, 
•hereinafter WO' 239. 

This rejection is respectfully traversed. WO' 239 
only discloses treating water to oxidize contaminants. This 
is the same as the parent provisional application, USSN 
60/085,416, filed May 14, 1998, which is the priority document 
for WO' 239. Since WO' 239 does not disclose treating fluids, 
it is respectfully submitted that WO' 239 cannot possibly 
anticipate the claims of this application. 

Claims 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being clearly anticipated by Farrah, U.S. Patent No. 
5,051,189. 
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This rejection is respectfully traversed. The 
composition disclosed in Farrah is for removing viruses from 
aqueous media. This is not at all the same as oxidizing 
contaminants in a fluid using the Fenton reaction. Claim 14 
has been amended to recite that the composition includes a 
separate oxidizing agent. There is no such oxidizing agent in 
the Farrah composition. 

Farrah teaches filtration top articles such a 
viruses rather than absorption of dissolved organic materials 
which are then oxidized by means of the Fenton reaction. The 
iron added by Farrah is intended to enhance the attachment of 
viruses of the surface of the media to purify the water 
passing through the media. The iron is not attached for the 
purpose of facilitating the Fenton reaction, as in the present 
application. There is nothing in Farrah that discloses or 
suggests adding an oxidizing agent to the carbon to destroy 
the adsorbed material. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 11 is objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowed if rewritten in 
independent form to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims because the references of 
record do not teach or fairly suggest a process for treating 
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contaminants in a fluid in the manner recited, wherein the 
contaminant is a gas. 

Claim 22 is objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowed if rewritten in 
independent form to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims because the references of 
record do not teach or fairly suggest a process for removing 
contaminants from fluids in the manner recited, wherein 
volatile emissions produced in the adsorbent reactor are 
vented to a gas phase carbon adsorption unit. 

Claims 11 and 22 have not been amended because it is 
respectfully submitted that the claims from which claims 11 
and 22 depend are now allowable. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted 
that the claims are now in condition for allowance, and 
favorable action thereon is earnestly solicited. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

BROWDY AND NEIMARK, P.L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Applicant 
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